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ATTORNEY GENIRAL

Hon. Re 5. RWyche
County auditor
Cregg County
longview, Texas

Deusr Zir: i

Cpinion Ho. 0~31271
Het Does Gregg Co haye authore
ity to p ise a pleuc and
plnoe naze inu-%ggunty publie
audi‘-=iunr to bhe used

Your request ¢ ‘
quostion has beon received nsidered by this departe
cont. Ye quote from your 14 :

”?ha Atterney Ceneye
Y ral

§ department under
loCraw held\that Cregg County
‘ oY a‘hlic auvditorius,

¢ find sny opinion of abtorney
het Cregg Gounty has authority

v public suditorium®, We therefore
The correoiﬁasa or Inocrrecnnass of

1es, being component perts of the
no ors or duties except those
{re clearly set Torth and defined in
the Pﬁnntitution end statutes. 'The stotuten
have oleerly defined the powers, prescribed
the dutles, and imposed the liahilities of
the somniscicners' courts. the msdium through
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which the differsent ccunties act, and fram
those statutes nust ocome all the authority
vested in the counties,

*The granta of power %o sush governmens
tal agencies sas counties, towaships and
school districts are genorally nore striotly
construed than are those %0 inocrporated pmunie
eipalities. The commisszioners® court is not
vested with any genersl polioe poweres..” .
{Tex. Jur., Yol. 11, Sec. 36, p. 563).

"Comuissioners' courts are ocourts of
limited jJjurisdiotion, in thmt thelr suthority
extends only tc mattera perxrtaining to the
general welfare of thelr respesctive sounties,
and that their powers e¢re only thogse expressw
iy or impliedly confarred upon thom Ly Jsw,~-
thest 18, by the Constitution and statutes cf
the state,” (Tex, Jur., Vel. 13, Sec. 37,
PPe. 9645885},

nThe Juriasdiotion of ocmmisaioners' oourts
is limited to strictly ‘county businesns®, apd
the legislature ham a0 authority to onlarges
their powers or jurisdiction of a matter whiah
is not ‘county businesas', Any attempt to ocon-
fer upon the csourt jurisdiotion of & mutter
whioch is not Yoounty business? 18 voiGe™oosse
{ Tex. 3\!1'., Yol. il, PPe 565-566}

After a most careful and exhsustive atudy of this
question we have been unable to find any auvthority, exe
press or implied, which would authiorize the sxpenditure
of county funds for the purpose mentioned in your lsther,
we arc unahle to find any suthority which would elassifly
this proposod oxpenditure az ‘county businesa’.

You are thersfors raspactfully advised that is
is the opinfon of this depsrtment that your guestion
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should be auswered in the pegutive and it is 80 answer-
ed,

Very truly yours
ATTCHIEY GEWRERAT OF “'Ex&s
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